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4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |EI Claim(s) 1-3, 7-9 and 13 is/are rejected. 
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Application Papers 

9) Q The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

20 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3.Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attach ment(s) 

1) ^| Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08) 5 ) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application 
Paper No(s)/Mail Date 8/1/2008 . 6) □ Other: . 



PTOL-T26 d (Rev e 08-06r 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20081029 



Application/Control Number: 10/649,048 Page 2 

Art Unit: 2621 

DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 -3, 7-9 and 1 3 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1, 7, 8 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent Pub. 2003/0122950 A1 to "Anderson" in further 
view of U.S. Patent Pub. 2002/0021359 A1 to Okamoto. 

As Claim 1 , 7 and 13, Anderson discloses an image data recording apparatus 
comprising: 

an image signal processing module which converts an image signal to a digital image 
signal(Abstract;0035; Optical Information is converted in digital information because of 
D/A); 

a first image compressing module (Fig. 5, 622) which encodes said digital image signal 
to first image data according to a first recording format (High resolution version)(0040- 
0041); 

a second image compressing module (Fig. 5, 614) which encodes said digital image 
signal to second image data (Medium resolution version) according to a second 
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recording format whose coding rate is lower than the coding rate of the first recording 
format (0040-0041); 

a recording module which records image data on a recording medium (Fig. 5, 354); 
a control module (Fig. 5, 618) which provides control so that said digital image signal 
converted by said image signal processing module is encoded, and said first image 
compressing module and said second image compressing module are controlled so as 
to generate said first image data and said second image data in parallel, and said 
second image is recorded on said recording medium (0042; Image by module 622 and 
614 can be compressed along with each other i.e. in parallel; Anderson discloses first 
image is recorded on the recording medium instead of second but it would have been 
obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art to store second compressed image 
according to a choice of design). 

Anderson does not expressly disclose a transmission module which transmits 
image data to an external apparatus and said first image data is transmitted to the 
external apparatus via the transmission module. 

Okamoto discloses a transmission module which transmits image data to an 
external apparatus (Fig. 2, 60) and said first image data is transmitted to the external 
apparatus via the transmission module (0032;0041; Image is compressed and 
transmitted to the external apparatus). 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art to combine Anderson with the teachings of Okamoto. Rationale to combine 
would have been that all the claimed elements were known in the prior art and one 
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skilled in the art could have combined the elements as claimed by known methods with 
no change in their respective functions, and combination would have yielded predictable 
results to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention. 

As to claim 8, Okamoto further discloses wherein said first image data is 
recorded on said recording medium and then transmitted to the external apparatus and 
the recorded first image data is erased from said recording medium after the transmission 
is complete (0073). 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art to combine Anderson with the teachings of Okamoto. Rationale to combine 
would have been that all the claimed elements were known in the prior art and one 
skilled in the art could have combined the elements as claimed by known methods with 
no change in their respective functions, and combination would have yielded predictable 
results to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention. 
4. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent Pub. 2003/0122950 A1 to "Anderson" in view of U.S. Patent Pub. 
2002/0021359 A1 to Okamoto and in further view U.S. Patent Pub. 2002/0126999 
A1 Shimamoto et al. ("Shimamoto"). 

As to claim 2, Okamoto discloses after said image data is recorded on said 
recording medium and then transmitted via said transmission module to the external 
apparatus (0032; 0041). 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art to combine Anderson with the teachings of Okamoto. Rationale to combine 
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would have been that all the claimed elements were known in the prior art and one 
skilled in the art could have combined the elements as claimed by known methods with 
no change in their respective functions, and combination would have yielded predictable 
results to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention. 

Okamoto as discussed in claim 1 above does not expressly disclose wherein 
said control module provides further control so that if said recording medium has not a 
sufficient recording capacity, the recorded first image data is erased from said recording 
medium. 

Shimamoto discloses wherein said control module provides further control so that 
if said recording medium does not have a sufficient recording capacity, the recorded first 
image data is erased from said recording medium (0109). 

At the time of invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art to combine Okamoto with Shimamoto. The Motivation to combine the two 
references would have been to erase previously recorded program to secure free space 
on a recording medium, to obtain sufficient recording area (Shimamoto, 0109) 
5. Claims 3 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent Pub. 2003/0122950 A1 to "Anderson" in view of U.S. Patent Pub. 
2002/0021359 A1 to Okamoto and in further view U.S. Patent Pub. U.S. Patent 
Pub. 2002/0003578 A1 Koshiba et al. ("Koshiba") 

As to claim 3, Okamoto discloses a display module which displays(Fig. 2, 16) 
images, and an image decoding means for decoding said second image data to an 
image signal which can be represented on said display means (Fig 2, 52). 
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At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art to combine Anderson with the teachings of Okamoto. Rationale to combine 
would have been that all the claimed elements were known in the prior art and one 
skilled in the art could have combined the elements as claimed by known methods with 
no change in their respective functions, and combination would have yielded predictable 
results to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention. 

Okamoto as discussed in claim 1 above does not expressly disclose wherein 
said control means provides further control so that if an operation is made to instruct 
replay, said second image data recorded on said recording medium is decoded by said 
image decoding means and images are displayed on said display means based on the 
decoded second image data. 

Koshiba disclose wherein said control means provides further control so that if an 
operation is made to instruct replay, said second image data recorded on said recording 
medium is decoded by said image decoding means and images are displayed on said 
display means based on the decoded second image data (0099). 

At the time of invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to combine Okamoto with Koshiba. The Motivation to combine the two 
references would have been to view the captured images on the screen (Koshiba, 
0099). 

As to claim 9, Koshiba further discloses wherein if an operation is made to 
instruct replay, second image data recorded on said recording medium is decoded and 
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images are displayed on a display module based on the decoded second image data 
(0099). 

At the time of invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to combine Okamoto with Koshiba. The Motivation to combine the two 
references would have been to view the captured images on the screen (Koshiba, 
0099). 



Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ASHER KHAN whose telephone number is (571)270- 
5203. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00 AM to 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Marsha Banks-Harold can be reached on (571)272-7905. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Marsha D. Banks-Harold/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2621 

Ik. K.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 2621 
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